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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114*. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/20/2007 has been entered. Claims 1-37, 42, 43, 52, 53, 62, and 63 have been cancelled. 
Claims 38-41, 44-51, 54-61, and 64-70 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or.on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 38-41, 44-46, 48-51, 54-56, 58-61, and 64-66, and 68-70 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Eisendrath et al. (US 6,347,333). 

With regard to claims 38, 48, and 58 and the limitations of receiving, by a server, 
metadata for a course catalog from the external system, presenting the course catalog to 
a user of the server, wherein the course catalog describes courses hosted by the external 
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system, and receiving, from the user, a selection of at least one course from the courses 
hosted by the external system, Eisendrath et al. disclose a network-based educational 
system (Fig. 2; Col. 1:54 - Col. 2: 67). A user may view a course catalog (Col. 6: 27-59; 
Col. 7: 43-50), and participate in educational courses (Col. 1: 11-22; Col. 1: 54-8). 

With regard to claims 38, 48, 58, 68, and 69, and the limitation of transmitting a 
track command that tracks the user activity through the at least one selected course, and 
receiving a response to the track command, wherein the response comprises at least two 
of a percentage of material from the at least one selected course that has been viewed by 
the user, a test score associated with material from the at least one selected course, and 
an amount of time spent viewing material in the at least one electronic course by the 
user, and the limitation of front end receiving responses to the commands including a 
response relating to progress through the electronic course (as in claim 69), Eisendrath 
et al. disclose that a student's academic progress through course modules, as well as 
grades may be tracked and displayed, and that a student may view information 
pertaining to certificates or modules completed (i.e., a score and amount of material 
viewed) (Col. 1: 65 - Col. 2: 9; Col. 8: 21-52; See also claim 21). 

With regard to claim 68, and the limitation of a learning portal that runs software 
to view the electronic course, Eisendrath et al. disclose that a user may interact with the 
virtual university via a Web browser (Figs. 5-11). 

With regard to the limitation of a front end that exchanges communications with 
the external system to obtain access to the electronic course, or a front end to mediate 
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access to an electronic course that is hosted by an external system that is not part of the 
ELS, and wherein the front end interacts with the external system through a series of 
commands that contain identification and control information for use by the external 
system (as in claim 69), Eisendrath et al. disclose a Virtual University Server, which may 
communicate with an additional module content server (Items 231 and 244 in Fig. 2). 

With regard to claims 68 and 69, and the limitation of a back end that stores 
information that relates to the electronic course, wherein the stored information 
comprises metadata that comprises a course catalog for the electronic course, and the 
course catalog describes courses hosted by the external system and includes a 
description of material in the courses, and further wherein the back end obtains the 
metadata from the external system, and the limitation of a back end to maintain 
information on the ELS about the electronic course, wherein the stored information 
comprises metadata that comprises a course catalog for the electronic course and the 
course catalog describes courses hosted by the external system and includes a 
description of material in the courses, and further wherein the back end obtains the 
metadata from the external system (as in claim 69), Eisendrath et al disclose that an 
additional server, as well as a module content server may act as database subsystems in 
the network (Items 232 and 244 in Fig. 2; Col. 4: 59 - Col 5: 53). 

With regard to claims 39, 49, and 59, and the limitation wherein the step of 
communicating comprises transmitting a register command that registers the user with 
the external system, Eisendrath et al. disclose that a student may register and pay for 
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classes online (Col. 2: 22-35). Additionally, Eisendrath et al. disclose that a student may 
log in to a course, which would also be analogous to registering a user with the external 
system (Col. 9: 7-17). 

With regard to claims 40, 50, 60, and the limitation wherein the step of 
communicating comprises transmitting an enroll command that enrolls the user in the 
selected course, Eisendrath et al. disclose that a student may enroll in courses online 
(Col. 7: 34-57). 

With regard to claims 41, 45, 51, 55, 61, and 65, and the limitations wherein the 
step of communicating comprises transmitting a launch command that launches the 
selected course (as recited in claims 41, 51, 61), and wherein content of the selected 
course is displayed in response to the launch command (as recited in claims 45, 55, 65), 
Eisendrath et al. disclose that a user may be provided with network access to course 
content (Col. 5: 66 -Col. 6: 2; Col. 9: 7-17). 

With regard to claims 44, 46, 54, 56, 64, and 66, and the limitation wherein 
content of the courses hosted by the external system are stored in servers maintained by 
the external system (as in claims 44, 54, 64), and wherein the step of communicating 
comprises transmitting commands from the server to the external system and receiving 
replies from the external system (as in claims 46, 56, 66), Eisendrath et al. disclose that 
the invention may be implemented via a communications network of client computers 
connected to a host server (Col. 4: 59 - Col. 6: 53; Fig. 2). 
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With regard to claim 70, and the limitation of a first electronic learning system 
(ELS) that hosts an electronic course, Eisendrath et al. disclose a Virtual University 
server (Item 231 in Fig. 2). 

With regard to the second ELS that presents a course catalog to a user of the 
second ELS, wherein the course catalog describes courses hosted by the first ELS, 
Eisendrath et al. disclose that user may view a course catalog (Col. 6: 27-59; Col. 7: 43- 
50), and interact with the Virtual University via a Web browser interface (Figs. 5-11). 

With regard to the limitation wherein the second ELS accesses the course over a 
network via a series of commands and responses, Eisendrath et al. disclose that the 
client computers, host server, and database subsystems are all connected in a 
communications network, as previously described (Fig. 2; Col. 4: 59 - Col. 5: 53). 

With regard to the features of a register command, enroll command and 
response thereto, Eisendrath et al. disclose these features, as previously described. With 
regard to the response to the launch command being transmitted from the first ELS to 
the second ELS following receipt of the launch command by the first ELS, the response 
making accessible material from the course to the second ELS, Eisendrath et al. disclose 
that the client computers, host server, and database subsystems are all connected in a 
communications network, as previously described (Fig. 2; Col. 4: 59 - Col. 5: 53). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 47, 57, 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eisendrath et al. in view of Linderman (US 2003/0032790). 

With regard to claims 47, 57, and 67, Eisendrath et al. do not disclose 
transmission of commands in accordance with SOAP protocol. Linderman teaches an 
object-oriented communications system over the Internet, which utilizes the SOAP 
protocol. Linderman teaches that SOAP offers the advantage of allowing network 
elements to be remotely controlled beyond a firewall (Paragraph [0019]). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate 
the teaching of Linderman into the invention of Eisendrath et al. in order to provide the 
aforementioned advantage. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 38-41, 44-51, 54-61, and 64-70 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Crabtree whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8962. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30, Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Joshua D. Crabtree 
May 7, 2007 




